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REMARKS 

initially, in the Office Action dated December 13, 2004, claims 24-30 have 
been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2002/0133793 A1 (Ginter et al.). 

By the present response, Applicants have amended claims 24-30 to further 
clarify the invention. Claims 24-30 remain pending in the present application. 
35 U.S.C. §102 Rejections 

Claims 24-30 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e> as being 
anticipated by Ginter et al. Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections. 

Ginter et al. discloses systems and method for secure transaction 
management and electronic rights protection. Electronic appliances such as 
computers help to ensure that information is accessed and used only in authorized 
ways, and maintain the integrity, availability, and/or confidentiality of the information. 
Such electronic appliances provide a distributed virtual distribution environment 
(VDE) that may enforce a secure change of handling and control, for example, to 
control and/or meter or otherwise monitor use of electronically stored or 
disseminated information. Such a virtual distribution environment may be used to 
protect rights of various participants in electronic commerce and other electronic or 
electronic-facilitated transactions. 

Regarding claims 24, 26 and 28. Applicants submit that Ginter et al. does not 
disclose or suggest the limitations in the combination of each of these claims of, Intel 
alia, receiving a form a, a designated worker from a network in which the form 
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contains tenms relevant to different worKers encrypted by using different encrypting 
Keys corresponding to the different worKers, or decrypting an encrypted for. of the 
form received at the designated worKer from the network by using a decrypting Key 
corresponding to the designated worKer, or ending a certain term o, a plurality o, 
terms of a form relevant to a certain worKer by using an encryptmg Key 
corresponding to the certain worKer. Ginteretal. discloses that the security of 
secured database 610 f„es may be further proved by segmenting the records into 
-compartments". Different encryption/decryption Keys may be used to protect 
different -compartments-. This strategy can be used to limit the amount o, 
information within secured database 610 mat is encrypted with a single Key. Another 
technioue for increasing security o, secured database 610 may be bJDUtf 

maM dMtode ffl pt«^^ (See Fig. 32 and paragraph 1355.) In 
other words, Ginteretal. is dieted to a transaction management with a high level of 
security for VDE processes in information storage and communication, establish.ng 
security at each node (see paragraph l0 023, and abstract). In contrast, trie 

system in wriicri respective worKers wrio criecK and process a plurality of d,v,ded 
oata blocKs within a document are inri.bited from monitoring their checKed,processed 
da , ab ,ocKs with each o»er(see page 3, lines 10-23). Ginteretal. does not disclose 
or suggestreceivingaformatadesignated worKer from a networK in which the form 
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form received at the designated worKer from me network by^ins^OuM 
^rrp^ pnndina to *" designated worker. 

The Examiner asserts that the limitations in the claims of the present 
application are disclosed in Ginteretal. a, paragraphs ( 0 18 4U021U P533,, H355,, 
H7231 [18401, 12121], and claim 30. The Examiner fails to associate each of these 
paragraphs to each specific limitation in the claims of the present application. 
However.these paragraphs merely disclose: a simuitaneous pre-defined increment 
type that securely stores at a user site potenfially highly-detailed information 
active ofausefsusageofavarietyofdifferent content segment types; that the 
contents control information is ailowed to present a VDE control over oneormore 
portions ofextracted content after various forms of usage of the portions; tha.a 
masked ROM 532a may cost less than flash and/or EEPROM 532b, and can be 
used to store permanent portions of SBU software/firmware; that the security o, 
secure database 610 files may befurther improved by segmenting the records into 
compartments and that different encryption/decryption keys may be used to protect 
Afferent compartments; and when encrypted or otheavise secured information, 
delivered into a user secure VDE processing area, a portion of this information can 
b e used asaWnat is firs, decrypted or otherwise unsecured and then compared 
,o an expected value to confirm mat the information represents expected information; 
that portable appliance 2600 RAM 534 may contain, for example, information which 
can be used to uniquely idenfify each instance of the portable appliance, and that 
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this nation may be employed ,n authentic^, version, deepen, and/or 
enayp«on processes; and ma, audit In— fta, is destined for different auditors 
may b e encrypted by different one or more encryption Keys which have been 
securely provided by each auditors VDE node and communicated 
u se.s permission record (S) as a required step, for example, during objec, 
regi s,ra«ion and that this provides additional security to further ensure that an aud.tor 
may only access information to which he is authorized. This is no, receiving^ 
designated worKerfromanetworK in which fte form £2 « m ^ 

mmy ^, as recited in the claims offte present a pplica,ion. Gin,er e, al. 
do esnotd,sc.ose or suggest f^^i^^ 

Further these portions ofGinteretal. do notdisclose or suggest decrypting an 
encrypted term o, fte form received by using a decking Key corresponding to the 
designated worKer,orencryp«ngac*r^ 

relevant t oac«rtainworKer by using an encrypting Key corresponding to the certa,n 
wo rKe, G.teretal.merelyreiatestoa 

^^^^ Ginteretal.doesnotdiscloseor 

sugg est a «Mm^»U^^ ° rme 
certain term encrypted or decrypted using Keys corresponding to certein worKers, as 
recited in fte claims of fte present application. 
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Regaling Cairns 25. 27, 29 and 30, Applicants subnV,t that these Cairns are 
dependent on one o, independent Cairns 24, 26 and 28 and. therefore, are 
patentabie at ieastfor me same reasons noted previously regarding these 
independent Cairns. For example, Applicants submit that Ginter etal. does not 
disease or suggest whether each of the terms inciuded in the form is decrypted and 
whether the term which cannot be decrypted is to be displayed, or dispiaying a 
column ofaterm wniohcanno.be decrypted in a forma, of a blank, when the 
encrypted term of the form is decrypted by using an another decrypting Key 
corresponding to the another work. 

Accordingly, Applicants submit thatGintere, ai. does notdisclose or suggest 
th e, i m,ta fi onsinmecomb,na«onofeac,ofCa,ms24-30of«hepresen t app 1 ica.,on. 

Applicants respectfully request that these rejections be withdrawn and that these 
claims be allowed. 

,n view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants submit that 
claims 24-30 are now in condition for allowance. Accordingly, early allowance o, 
such claims is respectfully requested. 
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To the extent necessary, Applicants petition for an extension of time under 37 
CFR 1 .136. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of 
this paper, including extension of time fees, or credit any overpayment of fees, to the 
deposit account of Mattingly, Stanger & Malur, P.C., Deposit Account No. 50-1417 
(referencing attorney docket no. 500.36734CX1). 



Respectfully submitted, 



MATTINGLY, STANGER, MALUR & BRUNDIDGE, P.C. 




Frederick D. Bailey 
Registration No. 42,282 
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